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attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Fomfi is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not nomrially be considered a complete and proper recordation of the Interview 
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable Items: 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Fomri completed by the Examiner, 

. 5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatinh or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described In the Interview Summary Form completed by 

the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, "Interview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the inten/iew along with the date and the examiner's Initials. 
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PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE SPECIFICATION 

Please amend the specification as follows, where the underlining (" ") 

indicates the language being added and sthkethrough (" — ") indicates the language 
being deleted, as Is applicable. 

Please amend paragraph 0001. which starts on page 1, as follows: 

This application is related to copending U.S. utility patent application entitled 
"Filtered Email Differentiation" filed on the same day as the present application and 
accorded serial number frj^yj^ 10/686.346 . which is entirely Incorporated herein by 
reference. 

Please amend paragraph 0024, which starts on page 4, as follows: 

In the operating environment shown in FIG. 1 . a sender of an email message 

generates the email message at a sender workstation 102 and sends the email 

message through a network 120 (via the server 110 and database 115) to a recipient at 

a recipient workstation 106. As shown In FI6. 1, the recipient workstation 106 includes 

a processor 152. a network interface 160, memory 154. a local storage device 158, and 

a bus 156 that permits communication between the various components. While not 

explicitly shown, it should be appreciated that the other workstations 1 02, 104 may also 

include similar components that facilitate computation or execution of applications on 

the workstations 102, 104. In some embodiments, the local storage device 158 may be 

a hard drive configured to electronically store data. The local storage device 158 may 

also store computer programs that execute on the recipient workstation 106. In this 

sense, the processor 152 is preferably configured to access any program that is stored 

on the local storage device 158. and execute the program with the assistance of the 

memory 154. In the embodiment of FIG. 1 , an email application 155 is shown as being 

loaded into memory 154 for launching at the workstation 106, thereby pennitting the 

workstations 106 to send and receive email messages through the network 120. Since 

the functioning of computing devices is well known in the art, further discussion of the 
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processor 152. memory 154. and the local storage device 158 afo is omitted here. 
However, It should be appreciated that the memory 154 may preferably be either 
volatile or non-volatile memory. 
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PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE CLAIMS 
Please amend the claims as indicated hereafter. 

Listing of Claims: 

1-28. (Canceled) 

29. (New) An email filtering system comprising: 

an electronic messaging client for viewing electronic messages addressed to a 
user, the electronic messaging client having a single graphical user interface control to 
provide, to the user, options for configuring each of a plurality of detection mechanisms 
that detect undesired electronic messages from incoming electronic messages retrieved 
for the user, the single graphical user interface control enabling the user to activate and 
deactivate each of the plurality of detection mechanisms independently of one another 
in order to provide a desired level of protection from undesired electronic messages, 
wherein the plurality of detection mechanisms comprise at least three different detection 
mechanisms used to detect undesired electronic messages, 

30. (New) The system of claim 29. wherein the plurality of detection mechanisms 
include a mechanism that detects an email message if the sender of the email message 
is not on a list of senders authorized by the u&er. 

31 . (New) The system of claim 29, wherein the plurality of detection mechanisms 
include a mechanism that detects an email message if the sender of the email is on a 
list of unauthorized senders. 

32. (New) The system of claim 29, wherein the plurality of detection mechanisms 
include a mechanism that detects an email message if the email message contains a 
textual content string that is on a list of unauthorized textual content strings. 
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33. (New) The system of daim 29, wherein the plurality of detection mechanisms 
include a mechanism that is configured to: 

analyze the overall content of previous email messages that have been detected; 

and 

detect an email message if the content of the message is similar to the overall 
content of the previous messages. 

34. (New) The system of claim 29. wherein the plurality of detection mechanisms 
include: 

a first detection mechanism that detects an email message if the sender of the 
email message is not on a list of senders authorized by the user; 

a second detection mechanism that detects an email message if the sender of 
the email is on a list of unauthorized senders; 

a third detection mechanism that detects an email message if the email message 
contains a textual content string that is on a list of unauthorized textual content string; 
and 

a fourth detection mechanism that Is configured to: 

analyze the overall content of previous email messages that have been 

detected; 

compare the content of an email message to the overall content and 

assign 

a score reflective of a level of similarity for the email message; and 

detect the email message if the score is higher than a designated score. 
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35. (New) The system of claim 34, wherein the single graphical interface 
comprises: 

a first interface mechanism to activate the first detection mechanism; 

a second interface mechanism to activate an interface to edit the list of senders 
authorized by the user; 

a third interface mechanism to activate the second detection mechanism; 

a fourth interface mechanism to activate an interface to edit the list of senders 
not authorised by the user; 

a fifth interface mechanism to activate the third detection mechanism; 

a sixth interface mechanism to activate an interface to edit the list of 
unauthorized textual content strings; 

a seventh interface mechanism to activate the fourth detection mechanism, and 

an eighth interface mechanism to adjust the designated score. 

36. (New) The system of claim 35, wherein the interface to edit the list of 
unauthorized textual content strings is configured to display a list of the detected textual 
content strings in particular undesired email message that was detected by the third 
detection mechanism, the interface to edit the list of unauthorized textual content strings 
further configured to substitute different textual strings for the detected textual content 
strings. 

37. (New) The system of claim 36, wherein the interface to edit the list of 
unauthorized textual content strings is configured to display a particular undesired email 
message with the detected textual content strings in the particular undesired email 
message highlighted so that the user may select a particular highlighted detected 
textual content string, the interface to edit the list of unauthorized textual content strings 
being configured to remove the particular highlighted detected textual content string 
from the unauthorized list of textual content strings. 
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38. (New) The system of claim 34, wherein the email client displays a particular 
undesired email message In a particular manner that is representative of the particular 
detection mechanism that detected the particular undesired email message. 

39. (New) A method for providing electronic messaging, comprising: 
providing a plurality of detection approaches for detecting undesired email 

messages; and 

providing access to each of the detection approaches from a single graphical 
Interface control, the single graphical user interface control enabling the user to activate 
and deactivate each of the plurality of detection mechanisms Independently of one 
another In order to provide a desired level of protection from undesired electronic 
messages, wherein the plurality of detection mechanisms comprise at least three 
different detection mechanisms used to detect undesired electronic messages,. 

40. (New) The method of claim 39, wherein the plurality of detection approaches 
include an approach that detects an email message if the sender of the email message 
is not on a list of senders authorized by the user. 

42. (New) The method of claim 39. wherein the plurality of detection approaches 
include an approach that detects an email message if the sender of the email is on a list 
of unauthorized senders. 

43. (New) The method of claim 39, wherein the plurality of detection approaches 
include an approach that detects an email message if the email message contains a 
textual content string that is on a list of unauthorized textual content strings. 

44. (New) The method of claim 39. wherein the plurality of detection approaches 
include an approach that analyzes the overall content of previous email messages that 
have been detected and detects an email message if the content of the message Is 
similar to the overall content of the previous messages. 
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45. (New) The method of claim 39, wherein the plurality of detection approaches 
include: 

a first approach that detects an email message if the sender of the email 
message is not on a list of senders authorized by the user, 

a second approach that detects an email message if the sender of the email is on 
a list of unauthorized senders; 

a third approach that detects an email message if the email message contains a 
textual content string that is on a list of unauthorized textual content string; and 

a fourth approach that analyzes the overall content of previous email messages 
that have been detected and detects an email message if the content of the message is 
similar to the overall content of previous messages according to a designated content 
score. 

46. (New) The method of claim 45. further comprising: 

from the single graphical interface control, activating the first detection approach; 

from the single graphical interface control, activating an interface for editing the 
list of senders authorized by the user; 

from the single graphical interface control, activating the second detection 
approach; 

from the single graphical interface control, activating an Interface to edit the list of 
senders not authorized by the user; 

from the single graphical interface control, activating the third detection 

approach; 

from the single graphical interface control, activating an interface for editing the 
list of unauthorized textual content strings; 

from the single graphical interface control, activating the fourth detection 
mechanism, and 

from the single graphical interface control, adjusting the designated content 
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47. (New) The method of claim 46. wherein the interface to edit the list of 
unauthorized textual content strings is configured to display a list of the detected textual 
content strings In particular undesired email message that was detected by the third 
approach, the interface to edit the list of unauthorized textual content strings further 
configured to substitute different textual strings for the detected textual content strings. 

48. (New) The method of claim 46, wherein the interface to edit the list of 
unauthorized textual content strings is configured to display a particular undesired email 
message that was detected by the third approach with the detected textual content 
strings in the particular undesired email message highlighted so that the user may 
select a particular highlighted detected textual content string, the interface to edit the list 
of unauthorized textual content strings being configured to remove the particular 
highlighted detected textual content string from the unauthorized list of textual content 
strings. 

49. (New) The method of claim 39, further comprising: 

displaying a particular undesired email message in a particular manner that is 
representative of the particular detection approach that detected the particular 
undesired email message. 

49. (New) A computer readable medium having a program for providing 
electronic messaging, the program when executed by a computer causes the computer 
to perform: 

providing a plurality of detection approaches for detecting undesired email 
messages; and 

providing access to each of the detection approaches from a single graphical 
interface control, the single graphical user interface control enabling the user to activate 
and deactivate each of the plurality of detection mechanisms independently of one 
another in order to provide a desired level of protection from undesired electronic 

9 

DRAFT* FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY* DRAFT 
PUEASE DISCARD AFTER TELEPHONE INTERVIEW/REVIEW 

PAGE 9l17'RCVDAT3f26/200M:33:33PM [Eastern Daylight Tm^^ 



FILE No. 102 03/26 '07 17:22 ID:THI1S/KDEN>4<SnYR/RSLY FAX: PAGE 10 



messages, wherein the plurality of detection mechanisms comprise at least three 
different detection mechanisms used to detect undesired electronic messages. 

50. (New) The computer readable medium of claim 49. wherein the plurality of 
detection approaches include an approach that detects an email message If the sender 
of the email message is not on a list of senders authorized by the user. 

51 . (New) The computer readable medium of claim 49, wherein the plurality of 
detection approaches include an approach that detects an email message if the sender 
of the email is on a list of unauthorized senders. 

52. (New) The computer readable medium of claim 49, wherein the plurality of 
detection approaches include an approach that detects an email message if the email 
message contains a textual content string that is on a list of unauthorized textual 
content strings. 

53. (New) The computer readable medium of claim 49, wherein the plurality of 
detection approaches include an approach that analyzes the overall content of previous 
email messages that have been detected and detects an email message if the content 
of the message is similar to the overall content of the previous messages. 
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54. (New) The computer readable medium of claim 49, wherein the plurality of 
detection approaches Include: 

a first approach that detects an email message if the sender of the email 
message Is not on a list of senders authorized by the user: 

a second approach that detects an email message if the sender of the email is on 
a list of unauthorized senders; 

a third approach that detects an email message if the email message contains a 
textual content string that Is on a list of unauthorized textual content string; and 

a fourth approach that analyzes the overall content of previous email messages 
that have been detected and detects an email message If the content of the message is 
similar to the overall content of previous messages according to a designated content 
score. 
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55. (New) The computer readable medium of claim 54, the program further 
comprising: 

from the single graphical Interface control, activating the first detection approach; 

from the single graphical interface control, activating an interface for editing the 
list of senders authorized by the user; 

from the single graphical interface control, activating the second detection 
approach; 

from the single graphical interface control, activating an interface to edit the list of 
senders not authorized by the user; 

from the single graphical interface control, activating the third detection 
approach; 

from the single graphical interface control, activating an interface for editing the 
list of unauthorized textual content strings; 

from the single graphical interface control, activating the fourth detection 

mechanism, and 

from the single graphical interface control, adjusting the designated content 

score. 

56. (New) The computer readable medium of claim 55. wherein the interface to 
edit the list of unauthorized textual content strings is configured to display a list of the 
detected textual content strings in particular undesired email message that was 
detected by the third approach, the interface to edit the list of unauthorized textual 
content strings further configured to substitute different textual strings for the detected 
textual content strings. 
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57. (New) The computer readable medium of claim 55. wiiereln the interface to 
edit the list of unauthorized textual content strings is configured to display a particular 
undesired email message that was detected by the third approach with the detected 
textual content strings in the particular undesired email message highlighted so that the 
user may select a particular highlighted detected textual content string, the interface to 
edit the list of unauthorized textual content strings being configured to remove the 
particular highlighted detected textual content string from the unauthorized list of textual 
content strings. 

58- (New) The computer readable medium of claim 49, further comprising: 
displaying a particular undesired email message in a particular manner that is 
representative of the particular detection approach that detected the particular 
undesired email message. 
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PROPOSED REMARKS 

Response to Rejection of Claims 
Claims 1-4. 11-14, and 19-22 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C § 102(e) as 
allegedly being unpatentable over Goldman (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 
2003/0233418). Claims 5-6, 10. 15-16. 18. 23-24, and 28 have been rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Goldman In view of Gordon (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,732,157), Claims 7, 17, and 25 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 102(e) 
as allegedly being unpatentable over Goldman in view of Gordon in further view of Kosco 
(U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0181581). Claims 8, 9, 26, and 27 have 
been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Goldman in 
view of Gordon in further view of Kosco in further view of Gross (U.S. Patent No. 
6.782,510). 

Claims 1-28 are canceled without prejudice, waiver, or disclaimer, and therefore, 
the rejection to these claims are rendered moot. Applicant takes this action merely to 
reduce the number of disputed issues and to facilitate early allowance and issuance of 
other claims in the present application. Applicant reserves the right to pursue the subject 
matter of these canceled claims in a continuing application, if Applicant so chooses, and 
does not intend to dedicate any of the canceled subject matter to the public. 

New Claims 

Claims 29-58 have been newly added to further define and/or clarify the scope of 
one or more embodiments, among others. Claims 29-58 are patentable for at least the 
reason that claimed features are not disclosed in the cited art. 

For example, as provided in independent claim 29, Applicant claims: 

An email filtering system comprising: 

an electronic messaging client for viewing electronic messages 
addressed to a user, the electronic messaging client having a single 
graphical user interface control to provide, to the user, options for 
configuring each of a plurality of detection mechanisms that detect 
undesired electronic messages from incoming electronic messages 
retrieved for the user, the single graphical user interface control enabling 
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the user to activate and deactivate each of the plurality of detection 
mechanisms independently of one another in order to provide a desired 
level of protection from undesired electronic messages, wherein the 
plurality of detection mechanisms comprise at least three different 
detection mechanisms used to detect undesired electronic messages. 

Goldman is one of the cited references, and Goldman describes removal of mail 
from an unauthorized sender, where a sender's address is categorized as authorized, 
unauthorized, or unconfirmed. As such, Goldman fails to teach or suggest ''an 
electronic messaging client for viewing electronic messages addressed to a user, the 
electronic messaging client having a single graphical user interface control to provide, to 
the user, options for configuring each of a plurality of detection mechanisms that detect 
undesired electronic messages from incoming electronic messages retrieved for the 
user, the single graphical user interface control enabling the user to activate and 
deactivate each of the pluralitv of detection mechanisms indeoendentlv of one another 
in order to provide a desired level of protection from undesired electronic messages^ 
wherein the plurality of detection mechanisms comprise at least three different detection 
mechanisms used to detect undesired electronic messages," as recited in claim 29, 

Gordon is one of the cited references, and Gordon describes a "system, method 
and computer program product are provided for filtering unwanted electronic mail 
messages. After receiving electronic mail messages, the electronic mail messages that 
are unwanted are filtered utilizing a combination of techniques including: compound 
filters, paragraph hashing, and Bayes rules. The electronic mail messages that are 
filtered as being unwanted are then categorized." See Abstract. Gordon discloses 
separate email and spam client and does not suggest a consolidate graphical interface 
for an email client for configuring detection mechanism for undesired electronic 
messages. Further, Gordon discloses a global filter server and a user filter server 
which is subservient to the global filter server. See col. 8. lines 1-43. Thus, Gordon 
discloses a mechanism that is incapable of independent operation in accordance with 
an individual user's preferences. Also, Gordon describes that a "user may further be 
able to add personal filters to the compound layer (by using a filter wizard) and to the 
paragraph hashing layer (through the use of a one-click block mechanism" so that the 
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user can tweak functionality of a compound filter or paragraph hashing but Is not shown 
to be able to activate or deactivate such filtering. 

As such, Gordon fails to teach or suggest "an electronic messaging client for 
viewing electronic messages addressed to a user, the electronic messaging client 
having a single graphical user interface control to provide, to the user, options for 
configuring each of a plurality of detection mechanisms that detect undesired electronic 
messages from incoming electronic messages retrieved for the user, the single 
graphical user interface control enabling the user to activate and deactivate each of the 
plurality of detection mechanisms independently of one another in order to provide a 
desired leve l of protection from undesired electronic messages , wherein the plurality of 
detection mechanisms comprise at least three different detection mechanisms used to 
detect undesired electronic messages," as recited in claim 29. 

Kosco is one of the cited references, and Kosco describes a system which 
authenticates a source address for an incoming electronic message. See abstract. 
"This invention does not use predetermined lists, text-scanning filters or trusted-user- 
classification methods. Instead, it uses proprietary message feedback algorithm to 
authenticate the source address of each message, including but not limited to the 
sender's e-mail address." See abstract. As such, Kosco fails to teach or suggest "an 
electronic messaging client for viewing electronic messages addressed to a user, the 
electronic messaging client having a single graphical user interface control to provide, to 
the user, options for configuring each of a plurality of detection mechanisms that detect 
undesired electronic messages from incoming electronic messages retrieved for the 
user the single graphical user interface control enabling the user to activate and 
deactivate each of the plurality of detection mechanisms independently of one another 
in order to provide a desired level of protection from undesired electronic messages, 
wherein the plurality of detection mechanisms comprise at least three different detection 
mechanisms used to detect undesired electronic messages," as recited in claim 29. 

Gross is also one of the cited references, and Gross describes a system for 
checking for Improper" word usage in documents prepared by a user and not 
messages addressed to a user. Further. Gross discloses checking for the "proper** word 
usage desired by an author of a document, but Gross does not check for desired usage 
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by a recipient of the document. Also, Gmss does not provide an interface for 
activating/deactivating at least three different detection mechanisms to undesired 
electronic messages received by a user. For at least these reasons, Gmss falls to 
teach or suggest "an electronic messaging client for viewing electronic messages 
addressed to a user, the electronic messaging client having a single graphical user 
interface control to provide, to the user, options for configuring each of a plurality of 
detection mechanisms that detect undesired electronic messages from incoming 
electronic messages retrieved for the user, the single graphical user Interface control 
enabling the user t o activate and deactivate each of the plurality of detection 
mechanis ms independently of one another In order to provide a desired level of 
protection from undesired electronic messages, wherein the plurality of detection 
mechanisms comprise at least three different detection mechanisms used to detect 
undesired electronic messages," as recited in claim 29. 

Accordingly, independent claim 29 is not disclosed individually or in combination 
by the cited references. For at least this reason, claim 29 and claims 30-38 which 
depend from claim 29 are allowable over the cited art. For similar reasons, claims 39- 
58 are also allowable over the cited art. 
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